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FOR TUE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER, 


a 


(Coneluded.) 


Mr.R.C. andthe authorities quoted 
by him, seem to think that the form of 
God, or divine form, as Wakefield ex- 

resses it, consisted in the possession 
of his miraculous powers, which he 
could employ if he pleased to his own 
advantage. ‘I’wo circumstances appear 
unfavourable to this view. ist. The 
prophets and apostles had miraculous 

owers; but none of them are said to 
‘te been in the form of God. 2d. Our 
Lord is saidto have emptied or divested 
himself of the form of God, when he 
took on him the form of a servant; but 
I am not acquainted with any evidence 
of its being true, that he ever divested 
or emptied himself of any power which 
he possessed, from his birth. till his 
death. But it is alleged that he could 
have employed these powers for his own 
advantage, and his not employing these 
powers for his personal benefit, was a 
relinquishment of these powers. But 
it does not clearly appear that Jesus 
did possess any discretionary power 
to work miracles for his own benefit. 
He himself says, “ I can of my own self 
do nothing:” again, “It is the Father 
who dwelleth in me who doth the 
works.” It would rather appear that he 
could do no miracle unless it was the 
will of God that he should do it. God 
did these works by Jesus Christ, Acts 
ii. 22. Thathis sufferings were voluntary 
is certainly true, because he delighted 
to do the will of God, and resigned his 
own will to the will of the Father. 
In John x. 18. it was the Father’s 
commandment which empowered him 
to lay down his soul, and to receive it 
gain. Matt. xxvi. 53. is produced, 
which amounts to the same thing. .No 
doubt he could have prayed to the Fa- 
her; but he well knew that his submit- 


A new commandment I give auto you, That ye love one another, as I have loved you—JOHN xxiii. 34. 











scripture had testified ; and as he came 
todo the will of God, he found himself 
restrained from what he could other- 
wise have done. 2 Cor. viii. 9. is re- 
ferred to, and the Improved Version 
reads it, while he was rich, yet for your 
sakes he livedin poverty, We might 
with as great propriety read, John ix. 
25. When Iwas blind then.Isaw. The 
note is, our Lord was rich in “ mira- 
culous powers, which he could employ 
if he pleased to his own advantage. 
But for the benefit of his followers, he 
chose to lead a life of poverty and de- 
pendance, to deny himself the comforts 
and luxuries of life, for the good of 
others.” 

If the writer of that note had meant 
to state that a certain quantity only of 
the comforts and luxuries of life were 
to be obtained, and Jesus, by denying 
himself the enjoyments of these things, 
increased the quantity of these com- 
forts and luxuries to be enjoyed by his 
followers, there might have been 
sorme sense and truth in it, as far &s*it 
went, but even the total abstinence of 
ten persons would be scarcely per- 
ceptible in increasing the individual 
shares of five hundred followers; but 
nothing of that kind could be needed 
by him who could feed five thousand 
men with five loaves and two fishes. 
Neither was it earthly riches that our 
Lord either gave or promised to his 
followers. It bears no relation to the 
apostle’s argument, which appears to 
be something to this purpose, viz. that 
though our Lord was rich in the divine 
gifts which his God and Father had 
given him, whereby he was in the form 
of God, possessing dominion over the 
works of God; yet such was his love 
and obedience to the Father, and such 
his love to the people who had gone 
astray, that according tothe will of God, 
he willingly became poor, emptying 
himself of the torm of God, which he 
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he should have finished the work which 
the Father had given him to do. He 
became poor for the sake of the people, 
and took part in their infirmities, dis- 
tresses and death, that he might reveal 
the Father’s love to them, and reconcile 
them to God, in order that they might 
be enriched with those spiritual bless 
‘ings, which God bestows through Jesus 
Christ on all those who believe and 
obey him. As our Lord Jesus Christ 
had manifested his love to men, by 
making them partakers of the spiritual 
gifts which God had given to him, so, 
the Corinthians ought to show their 
love to their poor brethren, by making 
them partakers of the earthly bounties 
with which the same God had blessed 
them. Then as the self-denial of the 
Corinthians, would enable them to be 
liberal in relieving the temporal dis- 
tresses ot the persecuted Christians in 
Judea, and being an evidence of bro- 
therly love, would be an acceptable sa- 
crifice in the sight of God. 
Considerable pains have been taken 
to invalidate the translation of Rom, 
ix. 5. Of whom, as concerning the flesh, 
Christ came, whois over all, God blessed 
jor ever, amen, The different readings 
proposed arise from conjectural emen- 
dations of the text; and the solicitude 
to avoid applying the relative name, 
God, to our Lord Jesus Christ, seems 
to have occasioned the endeavours to 
evade the force of the text. Soin Heb. 
1.8. the Improved Version reads, Godis 
thy throne for ever and ever, for the 
same reasons. The literal reading 
would be, the throne of thee, Ged, is to 
the age of ages. Why should men of 
talents and learning, be so much afraid 
of applying the name, God, to Fesus 
Christ, when the power and authority 
which constitute the character, are ac- 
knowledged to be given to him? Surely 
the title, God, no more places him on an 
equality with his God and Father, than 
the same title given to Moses and to 
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the judges of Israel, made them equal|he had pointed out wherein the reason- 


to that God for whom they acted. 
The testimony of our Lord, that he 


came down from heaven to do the willjof similarity between the works of 


of God ; that he came from the Father 


and came into the world, and again helif there be no similarity in the case, 
how can the reasoning be “ similar ?”’[ 


would leave the world and go to the Fa- 
ther, is opposed by John i, 6. There 


was Fohn; for a similar reason; in 


pre-existence; but we are not told that 
John came down from heaven, or that 
he came from the Father.and came into 
the world, and again should leave the 
world and go to the Father. Compare 
John iii. 27, 31. 

Ido not think it needful at present, to 
write particularly on the subject of our 
Lord’s existence before he came into 
the flesh; a subject which I think the 
scriptures abundantly teach: and have 
never seen any thing which has led me 
to doubt of its truth; I question not 
the sincerity of those who doubt it, but 
think them honestly mistaken. : 

(8) 





FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER, 


NO. XII. (Concluded ) 
** Omnia explorate; bonum tenete.”—Pavtvus. 


Z. has quoted a passage from Job, 
which but illy applies to his argument: 
“ shall we receive good at the hand of 
God, and shall we not receive evil?” The 


evil which Job received from the handjonly say that these words do not mean 


of God was not sin! Butit was, first, 
the loss of his property, secondly, the 
loss of his children, and thirdly, being 
smit with sore boils from the sole of his 
foot unto his crown: and Z. should have 
added, “In all this did not Job sin 
with his lips.” Happy would itbe for us, 
if we could say as much of ourselves. 
No charge is brought against Z. for 


it is believed that he means well; yetjas much propriety, as to prove, that it 
at the same time R. C. would consider|means a place of never ending torment! 


that, if he were not sinning with his 
pe, he would be sinning with his pen, 
if he should charge any thing like sin 
on God as “its author.” 

What Z. has written on immortality, 
or rather “ to prove there is no soul 
separate from the body,” will receive 
some attention, when he shall have 
concluded what he proposes to write 
on that subject. 


T.’s thoughts on the Devil and 


are undoubtedly correct. We should 


. 


ing of Mr. Farmer is false. Will he 
undertake to say, that there is any kind 


God and the works of the devil? And’ 


The entity of’God is demonstrated 
from his works. (See Rom. i. 20.) But 
the works of the devil, (being all false,) 
areas znvisible as their author; hence, 
‘“¢ when he speaketh ofa lie, he speaketh 
of his own, bor heisaliar and the father 
ofit.”” His works, therefore, are. all 
works of darkness: he dare not come 
to the light, lest it should be discovered 
that his very existence, as well as his 
works, is the mere negation of any 
thing real. Only let the light of divine 
truth shine upon the face of the devil, 
and it would annihilate his very ex- 
istence! Thisis the way that Christ 
will destroy the devil and all his works. 
We will see, however, what T. has 
further to say on this subject; his piece 
being not concluded, 

“ A Subscriber”: is correct in the 
conclusion, that ‘‘no etertial punish- 
ment, nor Trinity,” can long exist on 
our paper, while we are determined to 
adhere strictly to the scriptures; but he 
has’mistaken the writers in the Mes- 
senger, if he supposes that they mean 
to reject the scriptural ideas of the devi/ 
and fell: no, this is not the fact: they 


(i. e. in scripture) what has been vul- 
garly supposed. One definition given 
to the word Ae//, in Johnson’s Dictio- 
nary, is, ‘the place into whicla tailor 
throws his shreds!” but would any 
think us serious, if we should under- 
take to prove, that it has this meaning 
in the Bible? ‘This might be done, how- 
ever, with as much-truth, if not with 


R.C. 
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In the 8th number ofthe Messenger, 


which must be £nown before it can be | 
enjoyed?” 


This gwery was predicated on an 
“Extract from the epistle of the Friends’ 
yearly meeting, held in London, 1819,” 
which see. 

We have waited a number of weeks 
for an answer to this guery, in hopes 
that some kind friend or other would 
undertake to favour us with an expla- 
nation. But, it is to be feared, that the 
same spirit which led friends to make 
the assertion will never move them to 
answer the guery: and the only reason 
they donot, as'we apprehend, is because 
they perceive, as every one must per- 
ceive, there is an absurdity in the as- 
sertion ; thatis, if they mean by it what 
is suggested inthe guery. This notion, 
however, is not peculiar to the Friends, 
but may be found in many of the un- 
meaning assertions of almost all deno- 
minations of Christians. 

It will require, however, but a little 
reflection, toa candid and rational] mind, 
to perceive that a thing must exist before 
it can be 4nown; and if it exist, the 
knowledge of it cannot make it any 
more true. The knowledge only brings 
the creature into the enjoyment of the 
truth, which exists independent of his 
knowledge. Now, what-is the.truth 
which is the subject of our query? 
Answer, “ The salvation of the soul,” 
which the epistle says, “‘ cannot be in- 
herited by birth right, nor imparted by 
education.’ What then is it? that is, 
according to this epistle? Answer, “It 
is an individual work wrought in him 
(the creature) through Jesus Christ.” 
This is the work which the Friends say 
“is indispensably necessary for every 
man to know !” 
know that this work is wrought in him 
unless it be true that the work is done? 
and if the work is done, can his igno 
rance of the fact make it any the less 
true? It may be argued, that it is im 
possible for this work to be wrought i1 
man, without his knowledge. What 
then? It no more follows, that the 
knowledge of the creature is any part 


page 32, will be found the following|of the work, “ wrought through Jesu 
query: ‘Is it possible in the nature of|Christ,’’ or even essential to it; but 
things, for any man to énow any thinglonly a necessary consequence, whic 
concerning himself which is not in fact}consequence depends altogether on the 
true? Andifirue, wherein is the know-|existence of the fact; that is, of th 
ledge “‘ indispensably necessary?” Is it|* work wrought through Christ.” 

Demons, so far as they relate to facts,Inecessary for the existence of the fact? 


place a guinea in the hand of a pool 


or is it necessary only for the sake of}man; which, say, if thou pleasest, | 








have been better satisfied, however, if enjoying the truth as it is in Jesus, 


cannot do without his knowledge; h 
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is immediately overjoyed at the know- 
ledge of receiving this gift. Query. Is 
jt “indispensably necessary” for him 
to know, that he has received this 
guinea, in order to make him the pos- 
_sessor of it? Answer, No! The know- 
‘ledge is necessary to enable him to 
enjoy the benefit ; but not necessary to 
the existence of the fact. Now let us 
vary the statement. A rich benefactor 
has made this same poor man an heir 
to his estate, which is secured to him 
by will and testament; but the poor 
‘man knows nothing of it: he is told of 
it, but does not believe it; is he 
any better off for this inheritance? Yes, 
virtually, he is; but actually, he is not. 
He feels as poor as ever; and, through 
ignorance or unbelief, it may be a vex- 
ation to him even to hear the report. 
Thus it will be perceived that know- 
edge, however obtained, does not add 
to the truth ; it only enables us to enjoy 
what is already true. ‘This, while it is 
designed particularly for the benefit of 
Friends, may be. useful to others, who 
will accept it as from A FRIEND. 
—() 
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No. Xfi, 

” «Qmnia explorate; bonum tenete.”—Pavtvs. 
The concluding * thoughts” of T. ‘on 
the Devil and Daemons,” are written 
with so much candour, charity and 
brotherly love, that I have hesitated 
whether it would not be better to leave 
them, untouched, to have their full 
weight on the mind of our readers. 
But, having not, by those thoughts, 
been convinced of any error in our hy- 

othesis, and discovering some diffi- 
culties which it seems have escaped 
the notice of the candid writer, the 
following remarks may not be thought 
either improper, or out of season. 

1. In regard to the temptation of 
Christ; if the account is to be “ liter- 
ally understood,” may I be permitted 
to ask, What has become of the “ high 
mountain,” from the top of which the 
the devil * showed unto him (Christ) 
all the kingdoms of the world, in a 
moment of time’? Is there any such 
mountain now in Judea, or in any part 
of the world? or did the devil when 
“ he departed,” take this “ exceeding 
high mountain,” (Matt. iv. 8.) with 
him? Can we suppose that the “ Son 
of God” was ignorant of the charac- 
ter of the devil; or did he suffer him- 
self to be carried about by him, know- 
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ing who he was, and what was his 
character? Was‘all thisa mere farce? 
or had the devil real power over Je- 
sus for a certain time? These are in- 
superable difficulties in my mind, on 
the supposition that the account is to 
be “ literally understood,” and that 
the tempter is to be considered a real 
being. As a solution of this difficulty, I 
will state the following syllogism, drawn 
from the express words of scripture. 
Major. ‘ For we haye not an high 
priest which cannot be touched with 
the feelings of our infirmities; but 
was in all points tempted like as we 
are, yet without sin.”” Heb. iv. 15. 
Minor. “ Every man is tempted 
when he is drawn away of his own lust 
and enticed.’ Yames i. 14. 

Conclusion. ‘“ The man. Christ Je- 
sus,” (Tim. ii. 5.) was tempted***** 
** in all points like as we are. 

Major. * Jesus was led up of the spi- 
rit into the wilderness, to be tempted 
of the devil; (Matt. iv. 1.) “ but was in 
all points tempted like as we are.” 

Minor. We are ‘tempted when we 
are drawn away of our “ own lust.” 

Conclusion. ‘ Our own lust” is the 
devil! 

It requires like causes to produce 
like effects. If, therefore, Jesus was 
tempted in all points like as we are; 
both the tempter and the tempted must 
be in all respects similar; otherwise 
there is no likeness nor similarity in 
the two cases. . y 

Sin does not consist in being tempt- 
ed; but in giving way to temptation ; 
which Jesus did not, and therefore he 
was tempted, yet without sin. 

It is admitted by T. that the devil 
“practised a deception in showing a 
view of all the kingdoms of the world, 
and that he chose a high mountain, to 
give the more countenance to his de- 
ceptive exhibition.” But will he ad- 
mit that Jesus was actually deceived ? 
for unless Jesus was actually deceiv- 
ed, he proposed deception could be 
of nouse in the temptation. A deception, 
which has no power to deceive, has no 
power to tempt: therefore, if he ad- 
mit that Jesus was actually tempted 
by what was not in reality true, he 
must admit that Jesus was actually 
deceived by a mere false show! 
Now, sooner than to admit this, had we 
not better admit that there~is a great- 
er probability of our being deceived in 
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2. Respecting the demons I will 
only ask, whose organs did they make 
use of when they were supposed to 
speak? their own?-or the organs of 
those who were supposed to be pos- 
sessed by them? If the latter; how 
could it be known who spake? If-the 
devil were to speak with my organs 
of speech, who could tell whether it 
was the devil speaking or myself? 
These and many other difficulties 
which might be mentioned continue 
me in my former hypothesis. 

Z. is informed that those who be- 
lieve in an intermediate state of con- 
sciousness, between death and the re- 
surrection, make a distinction between 
the soul and spirit ; and notwithstand- 
ing they are frequently used as syno- 
nymous terms, yet,.after all, it is the 
spirit that is supposed to be naturally 
immortal, ‘This is only suggested that 
the subject may be a little further in- 
vestigated, not designing to give an 
opinion on the subject, at present, 
either one way or the other. 

S. shall be left untouched by this 
unhallowed hand; for it would be 
a ‘ pity,’ indeed, to have the excel- 
lency of such productions. marred. 
But, if “ abler hands” do really and 
sincerely pity us, for pity-sake why do 
they not try to set us right? R. C. 
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NO. XIV. 
“ Omnia explorate; bonum tenete.’—Pavuvs, 


Wishing to bring the discussion of 
the supposed pre-existence of Christ to 
a close, not seeing much importance 
which can reasonably be attached to the 
idea, and believing that subjects more 
interesting, and at the same time more 
useful, might be introduced, but very 
few remarks will be made in reply to 
T. (pages 54, 55.) and even these may 
be perhaps unnecessary: especially as 
itis not expected that T. willbe brought 
to give up his hypothesis; and also, 
having found sufficient cause to re- 
nounce it myself, there must be more 
evidence in its favour, than I have yet 
seen, before I can adopt it again. 

As it regards the humiliation, (Phil. 
ii. i—12,) I conceive that the apostle 
does recommend “literally the example 
of Christ;” and I see nothing to hinder 
its being complied with, but the want 





regard to the entity of the devil ? 


of the same mind, ‘which was also in 
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Christ Jesus.” It is evident to. me, 
from the apostle’s own words, that the 
act oracts of humiliation, in whatever 
they consisted, were considered by him 
as being subsequent to his “ being found 
in fashion as a man.” The apostle’s 
words (leaving out the intermediate 
clause, which makes nothing to the fact, 
as it respects the acts of humiliation) 
run thus: “ Let this mind be in you 
which was also in Christ Jesus; who 
being found in-fashion as a man, [he] 
humbled himself, and became obedient 
unto death, even the death of the 
cross.”? The Improved Version reads, 
‘“‘wHen found in fashion as a man, 
humbled himself,” &c. The. pronoun 
he, is not in the’ original, nor is 
it necessary to the sense. Nothing is 
more clear, therefore, to my under- 
standing, than what is stated above: 
viz. that the acts of humiliation in 
Christ, were all during the time that he 
was in * fashion as a man;” hence his 
taking on him the “form of a servant,” 
is to be understood his not using his 
miraculous powers on his own account, 
and for his own particular benefit. 

In what T. has written, (so far as 
appears in the 14th number,) he does 
not undertake to show that the words 
of the apostle will not admit of the con- 
struction which I have given them; 
(which ought to have been done if he 
deems it incorrect ;) nor does he offer 
any argument in support of his own 


- construction ; but he only proceeds to 


explain more ace his own views;(which 
‘ives us no new light on the subject, as 
-he was fully understood before;) and 


concludes by saying, “ Considering thejof 


ample testimony of the scripture on the 
i erceive the impro- 
ore of saying ‘The title God? ” &c. 
fT. has proved the existence of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, as “ our Lord,” 
before he came in the flesh, then we 
agree with him that such a title would 
not have been improper; i.e. in the 
sense in which he understands it; for 
We are perfectly agreed, as to themean- 
ing of the title God. 
The term God, in Psalm xlv. 7. is, 
Y think, originally applied to the 
king, inwhose honour the psalm was 
mdited ; and on a particular occasion, 
(which is too clearly hinted not to be 


»understood,) when the queen stood at 


his “right hand,” in “ gold of Ophir.” 
The queen also is exhorted to forget 
ther “own people,” and her “ father’s 


house:” for this reason: ‘so shall the 
king greatly desire thy beauty: for he 
is thy Lord; and worship thou fim!” 
The apostle accommodates a part of 
this psalm to Christ, to whom, ina spi- 
ritual sense, it may very justly belong. 
‘The misapplication of Psalm cil. 24, 
25,is so great, that I shall pass it over 
with a very few remarks; and then refer 
thereadertothe psalm itself. 
We are not to suppose the writers of 
the books of the New Testament, par- 
ticularly the writers of the Epistle to 
the Hebrews, (as the author is not 
known,) were absolutely infallible in 
their application of scripture. Now, 
let any person, whose mind is unbiassed 
by a previous sentiment, read the 
cli. Psalm; and then. ask himself this 
question: Who does the Psalmist 
address in these words? (verses 24 and 
25.) “O my God, take me not away in 
the midst of my days: ‘thy years are 
throughout all generations. Of old 
hast THov laid the foundation of the 
earth,” &c. Here is a prayer of the 
royal Psalmist; which may be used by 
any person in‘affliction. What ever 
might have been the design of the 
writer of the epistle,.the use which he 
has made of any portion of this psalm, 
cannotalterits original meaning. But 
the application of 'T. is what I presume 
never entered the mind of the apostle; 
viz. that the 24th verse, is “the prayer 
of the Son” to the Father, and the 25th 
verse is areply to it; i. e. ““an address 
of the Father to the Son!”” When I can 
believe this, there is no doubt but that 
I shall also believe in the pre-existence 
of Christ! 

By a little attention it will be per- 
ceived, that (in Heb. i.) the supposition 
that the apostle introduced the passage 
from Psalm cii. 25. (verse 10.) i.s an ad- 
dress to God,who anointed the Son with 
the oil of gladness, above his fellows, 
(verse 9.) or God who spake by the pro- 
phets, (verse 1.) suits the connexion 
equally as well as the suppositiorthat 
it was an address to the Son, “as in 
verses 6 and 8th;” while at the same 
time this supposition exactly coincides 
with the meaning of the Psalmist; for 
there it can be considered no other, 
than an address to God the Father. 
Much more might be added ; but, for 
reasons before given, I shall conclude 
by saying, that none of the scriptures, 
either quoted or referred to, appear to 





be “* unfavourable” to our views. R. C. 
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Morality —It is with aman’s morals _ 
as it is with his temporal concerns. Ifhe | 
suffer his business to get behind hand, — 
he finds it very difficult to meet all his — 


engagements, and utterly impossible to 
take any advantages which are constant- 


mist, who in room of being in debt has 


glorious work of moral acquirements, 
it may consume some time and cost no 
little exertion to retrieve what was 
foolishly lost. 


0. 
V 


In consequence of some of the sub- 





expressed their determination to dis- 
continue their subscription, and not 
wishing to contend with them on the 
subject, it has been thought doubtful 
by some, whether the work can possibly 
live. This is certain, thatit does not, 
at present, afford any profit to the pub- 
lisher. Should the work, therefore, be 
discontinued, in justice to truth, it is 
incumbent to state, that in the first out- 


couraged by Presbyterians; and even 
some of the clergy lent their names as 
being favourable to such a work. Only 
one, however, has furnished any thing 
for the paper, and even that one, beiny 
replied to, has made no defence. Some 
feeble attempts have been made from 
other sources,-and it has been seen 
with what success; no alternative, 
therefore, is left them but to give up 
the paper, in hopes that it may die a 
natural death! which it must inevitably 
do, unless a sufficient number to keep 
it alive, who are in favour of free in- 
quiry and candid investigation, shall 
come forward and give it their patro- 
nage! For the sake therefore of encou- 
raging a spirit of free inquiry and liberal 
sentiments, it is to be hoped, that the 
virtuous and the liberal of ail denomi- 
nations, will not suffer a work calculated 
to do so much good, to die for want of 


support. 
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ly presenting themselves to the econo- | 


money to spare. A few days of relax. 
ation from the wholesome rules of a_ 
moral life, will throw us so far back, 
that in room of having it in our power | 
to make new advances, in-the nobleand | 


scribers for the Messenger, having | 


set, the work was considerably en-’ 
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